This chapter critically examines the separation of political theory from international theory and argues that a return to the former is essential if IR scholars are to help provide answers to the urgent moral and ethical questions facing world politics in an era of globalization. An examination of the political philosophies of Kant and Hegel demonstrates the importance of political theory for the analysis and practice of global politics today, while the tension between the universal and particular, emerging from Kantian morality and Hegelian ethics, is traced in the recent work of John Rawls and Jürgen Habermas.
Introduction
In an important yet underappreciated book, Mervyn Frost (1966) has written that "although normative questions regularly arise in the day-today practice of international politics the discipline of international relations [IR] has not accorded ethical theory a central place within it" (p. 1). Some of the more significant reasons for this marginalization include pervasive moral skepticism associated with the characterization of international politics as a Hobbesian state of nature (Beitz 1979) ; the positivist bias characteristic of what Hoffman (1977) has called "An 3 By this term I refer to the institutionalized hierarchy of legitimate claims to knowledge and truth dictated by an academic community's most reputable journals, whose editorial policies shape the work of scholarship by privileging-either implicitly or explicitly-certain types of inquiry over others. 4 To be sure, a handful of works bridging the concerns of international and political theory have followed the seminal works of Walzer (1977) and Beitz (1979) . For a review of work in this tradition, see Schmidt (2002) . While such developments are welcome, scholarly interest in this work is confined to specialized journals and continues to be marginalized in mainstream (read: American) IR. This chapter contributes to this literature by emphasizing what political theorists have to say on issues pertinent to normative IR.
5 While most questions that are motivating research in IR are fundamentally normative in nature, scholars diligently keep such normative commitments in the background for the sake of appearing as "objective" and "scientific" as possible (Frost 1998) . This practice is reinforced by the editorial policy of the field's leading journals, which emphasize scientific analysis over prescription. The subject matter of "ethics" in IR is thus left to political theorists or else remains at the margins of the discipline. American Social Science"; a general devaluation of ethical analysis within moral philosophy (Brown 1992); and the strict separation of international theory from political theory (Brown 1992; Jackson 1990) . Despite decades of self-criticism-and reflecting the hegemonic power of la bureaucratie du savoir 3 in attributing greater value to certain kinds of inquiry-mainstream IR theory is still dominated by a technical interest (Habermas 1971) in explaining and controlling state behavior, which is evidenced in the dominance of explanatory-analytical theory and, to some extent, the continuing search for regularities and law-like (deductive-nomological) generalizations. 4 To be sure, a relative lack of normative theorizing in the field of IR is not due to a deficiency of pertinent issues. Normative questions permeate the very fabric of contemporary international and global politics, and it is curious why, in the name of "Science," leading IR scholarship self-consciously sweeps away their centrality.
5 As Frost (1996) points out, each day shareholders, voting citizens, military personnel, members of the bureaucracy, and statesmen are faced with important normative questions such as: When is war justified? When is intervention in the domestic affairs of another sovereign state justified? How are we to deal with different groups' competing claims to the same territory? Have we any moral obligations to those suffering from famine in other states? How are we to treat refugees seeking asylum in our own country? Should multinational corporations have a right to exploit the different moral and legal standards that exist in other parts of the world? What duties
